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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. SHAW].

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 11, 1996.

I hereby designate the Honorable E. CLAY
SHAw, Jr., to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of May 12,
1995, the Chair will now recognize
Members from lists submitted by the
majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties with each party limited to 25 min-
utes, and each Member other than the
majority and the minority leader lim-
ited to 5 minutes, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 9:50 a.m.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona [Mr. HAYWORTH] for 5
minutes.

THE CREDIBILITY CANYON

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, | rise
this morning first to bring greetings to
you and those who look in from the
Grand Canyon State of Arizona. As
proud as Arizonans and indeed all
Americans are of the Grand Canyon,
rhetorically and in terms of actions
within this city of Washington, DC,
there is, indeed, a credibility canyon,
not a gap but a canyon, an
everwidening chasm between the rhet-
oric of our President and the reality of
his actions and inactions.

The headlines in this morning’s
Washington Times indicate how this
credibility canyon continues to widen.
Lists of files may be incomplete. White
House stories face Hill questions. But,
Mr. Speaker, there are more than ques-
tions which will emanate from this
Chamber and in committee. There are
questions that the American people
have about the stewardship of the Pres-
idency, about the veracity of claims
made by this President and, again, the
disparity between the rhetoric and the
reality.

How unfortunate it is, Mr. Speaker,
that this administration and, in par-
ticular, this President are not defined
by the innocent question, what can he
do or what can we do together to solve
America’s problems. Indeed, Mr.
Speaker, the question that we hear
from coast to coast and, indeed, in the
Sixth District of Arizona, is this one:
How can the President explain it away
this time? What verbal gyrations, gym-
nastics, contortions will be brought to
bear to put the best face on obtaining
hundreds of FBI files on members of
the Republican Party? Our President
would have us believe plaintively that
it was, ““an honest snafu.”’

Well, he is partially right. Snafu is
an accurate term. But as for the first
word mentioned, the American people
have serious questions.

It is a tragedy that those in the exec-
utive branch fail to understand the
missive of Mark Twain, who wrote that
history does not repeat itself but it
rhymes. Mr. Speaker, | read with inter-
est the comments of Daniel Schorr, the
liberal media commentator who to his
credit in the wake of what transpired
25 years ago during a Republican ad-
ministration now says of this adminis-
tration, what makes these people be-
lieve that the FBI is their private do-
main to do their private bidding in
terms of political investigations. In-
deed, the challenge exists for journal-
ists in this town. Indeed, one wonders

where the next team of Woodward and
Bernstein might be found, and one also
wonders what the results of an inves-
tigation would bring or, given the pre-
vailing advocacy of journalists in this
town, would the book written be titled,
maybe ‘““One or Two of the President’s
Low-Level Functionaries” instead of
the title ““All the President’s Men.””

It is very interesting, Mr. Speaker, to
come here from elsewhere, to come
here from the heartland of America
and to see this dichotomy between
rhetoric and reality. Mr. Speaker, this
Congress will move to close the credi-
bility canyon.

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE
COLORADO AVALANCHE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] is recognized
during morning business for 5 minutes.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, |
hope everybody knows what this is be-
cause if they do not, they are going to
by the end of the day. In Colorado, this
is gold. This is the wonderful jersey of
the Avalanche who last night won all
of our hearts by winning the Stanley
Cup in four straight games—four
straight games. And this was their
very first season in Colorado.

Now, my district is normally a mile
high, but today | think it is 2 miles
high. | cannot tell you the excitement.
And | know I should apologize to all of
you who are here who were awakened
last night at about 1:04 in the morning
when the winning goal was made, but
we are not going to apologize because
we think it is great that you were
awakened by people from Colorado
cheering everywhere.

In fact, we are even talking this
morning about renaming the Rocky
Mountains to the Hockey Mountains. |
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think they are going to find that hock-
ey fever has taken over and is abso-
lutely captivating.

Some of the things that | particu-
larly want to point out as we talk
today is this wonderful, wonderful
team. You just heard 5 minutes of the
same kind of thing we hear over and
over again. The fabulous thing about
this Avalanche team is they have acted
as a team. | do not know if it was their
marvelous Canadian trained organiza-
tion, whatever, but you do not see egos
popping out. You see them working to-
gether and liking each other, and look
what they did in 1 year. There may be
some real messages there for politi-
cians, some tremendous messages for
politicians.

So | think | would be remiss not to
thank our wonderful neighbors to the
north in Quebec who helped train this
great team and, of course, everybody is
particularly fond of the goalie who
happens to share my first name, but we
are so proud of him. But he would not
want to be singled out because they
really see themselves as a total work-
ing unit. That is kind of a novel con-
cept when it comes to politics, but it
could be something we could all learn
from.

We know today that Colorado is
going to be a work-free zone. It is going
to be a total work-free zone. The ques-
tion is whether the whole week we are
going to be a work-free zone only be-
cause we are celebrating this great vic-
tory. | think all of America can cele-
brate it, and | mean all of North Amer-
ica, Canadians and North Americans
because of the great example they set
in showing how to do this, how to do
this together, how to do this without
ego, how to make it not look like they
were kind of throwing it to drag it out
and make more money, all the things
that have circulated around some of
the things we have heard in profes-
sional sports. This is about values, and
they have really shown us some tre-
mendous values that are the kind that
we traditionally had in sports.

That is wonderful to see come back
again. So to see the young people in
Colorado out there with their roller
blades playing hockey is very exciting.
I will tell you, we may not have had
the hockey players we would like to
have had in the past, but | will bet this
next generation is going to be there. It
is basically going to be because of the
leadership and the example of these
wonderful, wonderful men who wore
this wonderful, wonderful jersey. |
think if anybody wants one of these,
good luck. I am not giving mine up,
and they are not giving theirs up.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
gentleman from Florida would say to
the gentlewoman from Colorado that
she is justifiably proud, but I did find
some pain in her comments.

IN HONOR OF EUGENE ROSSITCH,
JR., M.D.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
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12, 1995, the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. BURR] is recognized dur-
ing morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURR. Mr. Speaker, this Sunday
is Father’s Day, a day when millions of
Americans will thank their fathers for
the special role they play in all our
lives—for being a protector and a pro-
vider, for being a counselor, a mentor
and a friend. On this morning, | would
like to take a few moments to share
with my colleagues the story of a gift-
ed doctor, a trusted teacher and most
importantly a wonderful father, the
story of Dr. Eugene Rossitch, Jr.

On November 18, 1994, Gene Rossitch
drowned off a Florida beach while suc-
cessfully saving his young son. | would
like to focus this morning, however, on
the inspirational life of Gene Rossitch,
who accomplished so much in his 35
years with us.

On February 18, 1959, in Guines, Cuba,
Eugene and Carmen Rossitch were
blessed by the birth of their first child,
Gene Rossitch, Jr. In 1962, when little
Gene was 3 years old, his parents left
Cuba with only one suitcase and their
wedding picture and moved the family
to the United States. The Rossitches
settled in my hometown of Winston-
Salem, NC, where they raised Gene and
his four younger brothers.

With the support and guidance of a
loving and successful family, Gene
began to compile a record of extraor-
dinary academic achievement that
marked his entire life. While in high
school, Gene was the State president of
the North Carolina National Honor So-
ciety before graduating first in his
class from Bishop McGuiness High
School in Winston-Salem.

Gene then attended the University of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill as a
Morehead Scholar. He graduated from
UNC Phi Beta Kappa and then pursued
his medical studies at the Duke Uni-
versity School of Medicine. While at
Duke, Gene was awarded the John H.
Watson, Jr., Medical Fellowship and
was inducted into the Alpha Omega
Alpha Medical Honor Society.

Following his internship at the Duke
University Medical Center, Gene began
his residency in neurological surgery
at Duke, which included 2 years as a
research fellow in neurosurgery at
Brigham and Women’s and Children’s
Hospitals. During that time, Gene be-
came the first recipient of the Cushing
History of Medicine Fellowship. And
shortly thereafter, he completed a clin-
ical fellowship in spinal surgery at
Duke.

Gene’s remarkable career then led
him back to Massachusetts, where he
was appointed assistant professor of
surgery at Harvard Medical School and
attending neurosurgeon at the
Brigham and Women’s and Children’s
Hospitals in 1992. Gene was the spinal
surgery specialist at both hospitals.

Dr. Gene Rossitch’s service was not
limited to the operating room. Gene
served on the premedical advisory
board of the Currier House at Harvard
University, on the Greater Boston Spi-
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nal Cord Injury Planning Counsel, and
on the emergency medical services
task force on spinal cord injury. Gene
was also very active in national neuro-
surgery organizations. For example, he
was chairman of the program evalua-
tion committee for the 1994 Congress of
Neurological Surgeons Annual Meeting
and he had major roles in several other
national meetings.

Dr. Gene Rossitch’s commitment to
finding new ways to treat spinal injury
patients can be found in the 61 original
scientific journal publications he ei-
ther authored or coauthored. Gene was
also the coeditor of three books. Two
dealt with the history of neurosurgery
and the third, “A Handbook of Neuro-
surgery for House Officers and Medical
Students.”” demonstrates Gene’s desire
to share his vast knowledge with his
fellow surgeons of how to treat spinal
cord injuries.

While at the Brigham and Women'’s
and Children’s Hospitals, Dr. Rossitch
supervised the research work of a num-
ber of medical students, residents and
visiting research fellows. Gene also
served as a preceptor for the Introduc-
tion to Clinical Medicine Course at the
Harvard Medical School.

I have never encountered a more im-
pressive record of service and achieve-
ment than that of Dr. Gene Rossitch,
Jr. He was recognized by his patients
and by those in his field as a gifted and
gentle surgeon and caregiver, as an in-
novative researcher, and as a trusted
mentor and teacher of spinal cord in-
jury medicine.

Dr. Gene Rossitch’s career is a testa-
ment to this young man’s dedication to
his studies, his sincere concern for his
fellow man, and to a willingness to
fully utilize the gifts that God be-
stowed upon him. But as a friend of the
Rossitches, | know that the true center
of Gene’s remarkable life was his fam-
ily. Gene met his wife Cindy while at-
tending the Duke University School of
Medicine and was blessed with three
children: Eugene IIl, Katharine, and
Elizabeth. And despite the demands of
his clinical schedule, Gene always
found time to spend with his family
and could be seen on weekends at
Chuck E. Cheese, art galleries, and ice
cream parlors with his wife and chil-
dren.

Perhaps the best way to look at how
special a person Gene was is to see him
through the eyes of the mother of one
of his patients. The day before Gene
left for Florida with his family for
their vacation, he performed a 7-hour
operation repairing a congenital abnor-
mality in the neck of Michael
O’Loughlin, a 12-year-old boy.

The night before Mike’s surgery, the
boy was in terrible pain and Mrs.
O’Loughlin asked Gene whether they
were doing the right thing by operat-
ing. Mrs. O’Loughlin remembers asking
Dr. Rossitch whether he would perform
the operation if Mike were his own son.
Gene told here, ‘““‘Absolutely, without
question.” Mrs. O’Loughlin tells how
Gene insisted that the operation be
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done at Brigham and Women’s Hospital
because he preferred their operating
room. And when the hospital refused to
take Mike because he was underage
and underweight, Gene went before the
hospital board to get permission.

The day of the operation, the proce-
dure took much longer than the family
expected. But at 7 o’clock, Gene
Rossitch came out to tell them every-
thing had gone perfectly. Gene also
told the family that the x rays had not
shown how serious the problem had
been and how glad he was that he had
performed the operation before leaving
on vacation. Mrs. O’Loughlin says, “‘l
absolutely believe Gene Rossitch saved
Mike’s life.”

A few days later, Gene’s last heroic
act was to save his own son from
drowning in choppy ocean waters near
Ft. Lauderdale. | find Gene’s last, he-
roic act a fitting one because Gene
Rossitch’s lifwork had been saving the
lives of others.

And since his death, his colleagues
have seen fit to honor the life and work
of Gene Rossitch. The Humane Society
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts
has honored Gene with their silver
medal and has donated $2,500 toward a
children’s fund named in honor of Dr.
Rossitch that has been established at
Brigham and Children’s Hospital. On
June 27, there will be a dedication of
the Eugene Rossitch, Jr., M.D. Resi-
dents’ Library at the Brigham and
Children’s Hospital in Boston, MA. And
finally, on November 22, the Duke Med-
ical Alumni Association will honor
Gene Rossitch by posthumously award-
ing him its Humanitarian Award.

Literally thousands of people enjoy
more fulfilling lives because they were
touched by the life of Gene Rossitch.
And on this Father’s Day, | will join
Gene’s family, his colleagues, his pa-
tients, and his community in thanking
God that | was fortunate enough to
come into contact with the remarkable
life of Dr. Gene Rossitch, Jr.
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DOLE LEAVING THE SCENE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHAW). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of May 12, 1995, the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DURBIN] is recognized
during morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, today is
the day of the ‘‘great escape.”” The pre-
sumptive Republican Presidential
nominee, ROBERT DOLE, is leaving the
U.S. Senate after 35 years of service on
Capitol Hill.

As a loyal Democrat, let me first sa-
lute Mr. DOLE. His service to his coun-
try, both in World War Il and since, has
been exemplary. He has been a legisla-
tive leader, one that is virtually unpar-
alleled in terms of his own party’s lead-
ership, and he has been at the table
when many of the most important leg-
islative achievements of the last sev-
eral generations have been enacted,
and | salute him for that.
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But | certainly do understand why he
wants to escape from the 104th Con-

gress, the Congress which the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH]
called his “‘revolution.”

Take a look at what Mr. DOLE is

leaving behind as he leaves Washing-
ton, DC. First, the failure of this 104th
Republican Congress to enact meaning-
ful health insurance reform. Families
that | speak to across the State of Illi-
nois and around the country are justifi-
ably concerned about the availability
and cost of health insurance. There is a
bipartisan bill, the Kennedy-Kasse-
baum bill, that is languishing now be-
tween the House and the Senate wait-
ing for enactment. Mr. DoLE will be
leaving Washington without the enact-
ment of this important health insur-
ance reform legislation to help work-
ing families.

Second, Mr. DoLE is leaving town
without a minimum-wage increase.
That is something that is long overdue.
Fortunately, 30 or 40 Republicans
broke from Speaker GINGRICH here in
the House of Representatives and
joined the Democrats in passing mini-
mum-wage increase legislation just a
few weeks ago, but Mr. DoLE will be
leaving town without this bill being en-
acted into law.

He came into Chicago a few weeks
ago and took off his tie, and put on a
sports coat and said, “I’m just a plain
individual out here running for Presi-
dent, just one of the people.” | hope he
gets a chance in that capacity to meet
some minimum-wage workers, and |
hope they get a chance to ask Mr. DOLE
why he left town without helping them
and their families cope with the in-
creasing cost of raising their families
and providing for a sound future.

He will be leaving town without a
balanced budget, and that is something
which could have been achieved with
bipartisan cooperation.

Mr. DoLE will be leaving Washington
without this 104th Congress having
acted to expand access to educational
opportunity. Instead, the Gingrich-
Dole agenda cut back on college stu-
dent loans for kids from working fami-
lies. | do not understand that. |1 would
not be standing here today if it were
not for a college student loan through
the Federal Government. My story has
been repeated millions of times over in
the United States: kids from working
families who could not afford college
tuition turn to the Government for a
helping hand. Instead of providing that
hand, the Gingrich-Dole Congress has
basically cut off educational oppor-
tunity for so many Kkids, not only at
the college level but also at the lower
levels.

There has been no real welfare re-
form when there should have been. We
ought to be able to agree that this wel-
fare system can be reformed meaning-
fully, that we can, in fact, have provi-
sions that are tough on work but not
tough on Kkids, and unfortunately the
Gingrich-Dole proposal was not one
that really would reform welfare and
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help people come off of welfare and be-
come taxpayers.

There are no tax cuts for working
families that Mr. DOLE can point to
from the 104th Congress. The Gingrich-
Dole Republicans have wanted to make
tax cuts for the wealthy, to cut Medi-
care to come up with money to give to
wealthy individuals.

But what the President has proposed
is much more sensible: Let us give
working families a helping hand to pay
for the college education of their Kkids.
Now, that is something that families
all over America can identify with.
People, when they have a new baby in
the family, go over and greet the new
baby and congratulate the new parents,
and after a few minutes inevitably the
conversation turns to, well, we better
start saving some money for this little
boy or this little girl and their college
education.

President Clinton has a proposal to
give working families a helping hand, a
tax deduction or a tax credit to pay for
college education expenses. Mr. GING-
RICH and Mr. DoLE will hear nothing of
this, and, as a consequence, Mr. DOLE
will leave Washington without having
done anything in the 104th Congress to
help expand that opportunity.

There have been no improvements in
pension security. A lot of workers
across America are paying into pension
funds wondering if the time comes
when they retire that the money will
be there. The gentleman from Georgia
[GINGRICH] has provided in his own bill
opportunities for corporations to raid
these pension funds. The people that |
speak to, the workers | speak to, want
security in those pension funds. It is a
shame that Mr. DoLE is leaving Wash-
ington without the 104th Congress hav-
ing addressed that.

And, finally, no improvements in en-
vironmental protection. In fact, the
Republican budget that Mr. GINGRICH
and Mr. DoLE worked on would cut the
number of Superfund sites that will be
eradicated in this country.

It is understandable that Mr. DOLE is
leaving Washington. Certainly we can
understand why a presidential can-
didate would want to leave the scene of
this political accident known as the
104th Congress.

IT IS TIME TO FACE OUR REAL
PROBLEMS IN THIS COUNTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. MicaA] is recognized during morn-
ing business for 5 minutes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker and my col-
leagues, | picked up this morning’s
newspaper with dismay and read about
the President of the United States
traveling across the country. I guess he
was in Las Vegas yesterday looking for
answers to some of the problems facing
our Nation. In particular he said he is
obsessed with the juvenile crime prob-
lems. So he is wandering around the
country trying to find out what has
caused juvenile crime.
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I submit, Mr. Speaker and my col-
leagues, he does not really have to look
too far. All he has to do is look at his
policies and see what has generated
crime particularly with our juveniles
in this country. | submit, Mr. Speaker,
that if we look at the policy of the past
40 years—the policy of the other side of
the aisle, we will see what they have
sown we are now reaping with our chil-
dren.

| submit that people who laughed at
Dan Quayle when he talked about fam-
ily values are now having a sober mo-
ment, and all we need do my col-
leagues, is look at what we have legis-
lated in this country to see what our
children are doing. | submit, Mr.
Speaker, that the President of the
United States can offer curfews, he can
offer uniforms, he can offer to regulate
cigarettes, he can offer to put v-chips
in televisions, and those are not the
answers of what is wrong or what will
cure the problems with our young peo-

le.

P | say to my colleagues that what this
Congress has done, creating a system
of dependency, creating a system of
welfare, creating a system where a
child has not seen a parent work,
where we have lost the work ethic,
where the answer is that government
should come up with another program,
another credit, another directive from
Washington; that is what the answers
have been, and this is what we receive.

And then we look at the problems.
The President is meeting with local
law enforcement agencies’ officers and
agencies, and | have met with them,
and they tell us that 70 percent of the
crime in this country is related to
drugs. We spent, during the Reagan and
the Bush administration, years getting
drug use to go down, telling students
just say ‘“‘no,”” and what did this Presi-
dent do? First he fired just about ev-
eryone in the drug czar’s office. What
was his next step? He hired a chief
health officer of the country, who
turned into a farce, Jocelyn Elders, and
what did she say? She said, “Just say
‘maybe’.”” Our Kkids are not dumb; they
saw what this meant: Try it. And they
are trying it, and we are reaping the
harvest of this administration.

And then he cut interdiction, inter-
diction, 70 percent of the drugs coming
through Mexico, and rewarded Mexico.
This is the policy that we have seen.
We know we can legislate, and unless
we pass legislation that encourages
families to care for their own, unless
we return to Judeo-Christian values,
until we have a tax policy that does
not take away opportunities for our
young people to work with minimum
wage, unless we say that, ‘““‘Children,
yes, you have to work and you will re-
ceive. We must stop asking what Wash-
ington can do for you. It’'s what you
can do for yourself.”

Until we get back to some work ethic
in this country, until we stop forcing
people to live in public housing—I saw
on television where a little girl choked
to death on a roach in public housing
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and last night watched on TV the pub-
lic housing that we would not put our
dog in, and that is the alternative that
is offered by the other side, these old
ideas, and that is what we are seeing in
our public housing facilities.

So the problem is here in Congress.
We have created the problem. And we
will have a choice, the American peo-
ple will have a choice. Do we continue
down the path of the last 40 years, do
we continue with ignoring the drug
policy? The President mentioned chil-
dren in one speech 46 times, but he
rarely mentions the drug problem in
this country: heroin on the increase,
methamphetamines, designer drugs,
cocaine, marijuana that is frying the
brains of our young people, and he will
not mention it, and the media will not
mention it.

Someone has got to mention it be-
cause this is destroying this genera-
tion, and | have had it with this admin-
istration, | have had it with this Presi-
dent, and | have had it with the solu-
tions of the other side of this aisle, and
it is time we got serious and answered
the real problems facing our children
and our country.

AMERICAN WORKERS NEED PORT-
ABILITY IN HEALTH INSURANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey [Mr. PALLONE] is recognized during
morning business for 4 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, today is
a very sad day from the point of view
of the Nation’s health insurance needs,
and | say that because later on this
morning there will be a motion to go to
conference on the health care insur-
ance reform bill, the Kennedy-Kasse-
baum bill as it is known, and will also
be dealing with a budget that has come
back from a conference between the
House and the Senate which makes
major negative—has a major negative
impact on the Medicare and Medicaid
Program. And it really did not have to
be this way, but unfortunately the Re-
publican leadership keeps insisting on
raiding Medicare and Medicaid pri-
marily to pay tax breaks for wealthy
Americans and also insists on putting
in what 1 call, and the President has
called, | think, the poison pill into the
Kennedy-Kassebaum health care re-
form legislation of medical savings ac-
counts.

If | could just take a minute, Mr.
Speaker, to explain why | think that
there are some very bad developments
that are occurring today primarily be-
cause of the Republican leadership’s in-
sistence on catering to special inter-
ests. The Kennedy-Kassebaum health
care reform bill was basically put for-
ward by the two Senators on a biparti-
san basis because they recognized that
increasingly it is difficult for many
people to get health insurance in this
country. People who were working,
people who are out there who are em-
ployed have a difficult time getting
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health insurance or transferring their
health insurance if they lose their jobs
or they go to a new job. And so on a bi-
partisan basis the Senators, Senator
KENNEDY and Senator KASSEBAUM, said
that they would like to make some
changes, relatively minor changes, but
still significant for a lot of people in
this country, that would allow people,
when they lose a job or change jobs, to
take their health insurance with them,
this so-called portability concept, and
also that people who have preexisting
conditions, who have had handicaps,
who have operations or whatever, who
oftentimes find it difficult to buy
health insurance would not be short-
changed, would still be able to buy
health insurance because preexisting
conditions, health conditions, could
not be a basis, in many cases, for deny-
ing them coverage.

Well, we were all very much in favor
of that. But here comes the Republican
leadership, specifically Speaker GING-
RICH, that want to attach to that very
good legislation what they call medical
savings accounts, which | call nothing
more than a way for the healthy and
the wealthy in this country to take ad-
vantage of health insurance at the ex-
pense of everyone else. What medical
savings accounts do is basically allow
people to opt for catastrophic coverage,
and they pay out of pocket for the cov-
erage for other daily expenses that are
not part of that catastrophic umbrella
policy.

The problem with it is that it breaks
the health insurance pool. The reason
why health insurance stays at a cer-
tain level and the price does not go up
even more is because everyone is in the
insurance pool. But if we take the
healthy and wealthy out of the pool
and we give them a catastrophic um-
brella policy, then the people that are
left in the insurance pool end up pay-
ing more because they are poorer and
less healthy. And that is what the med-
ical savings accounts seek to do. They
are healthy, wealthy savings accounts
essentially, and we know that the con-
sequence of them is that the average
costs of health insurance will go up for
those people who are employed and in
the work force.
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So | once again say today, we must
put a stop to this Republican policy.
Essentially it is an effort to act for
special interests. There is the Golden
Rule Insurance Co. that has contrib-
uted a lot to the Republican Party over
the years that has been advocating
these special type of accounts for the
healthy and the wealthy and until we
put a stop to it we are not going to see
the basic health insurance reforms that
are important as part of the Kennedy-
Kassebaum bill. We also have the budg-
et coming up today which once again
makes deep cuts in Medicare and Med-
icaid to pay primarily for tax breaks
for wealthy Americans. On Medicare
what we are seeing is cuts of about $168
billion and also major restructuring of
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Medicare that will result in doctors
being allowed for the first time to over-
charge the seniors. Seniors right now
are capped.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHAW). The time of the gentleman has
expired.

MEDICARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Texas, Mr.
GENE GREEN, Is recognized during
morning business for 4 minutes.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, a lot of people who are here
today and Members that are watching
in their offices, this is our morning
hour that each of us can get up and
talk at this time for 4 minutes on is-
sues that concern us.

A lot of us, whether you are Repub-
lican or Democrat, were concerned last
week about the Medicare trustees issu-
ing their report on the status of the
Medicare trust fund. The trustees said
that if nothing is done, the trust fund
will be insolvent in the year 2001. This
is a serious problem which the Con-
gress should address in a bipartisan
way.

However, instead of addressing this
short-term problem of Medicare, be-
cause it is a short term, it was ad-
dressed in 1993 and extended it, and
now we need to do it again. We should
have done it in 1995 and now we should
do it in 1996, to move the year out from
2001 to 2005 and hopefully 2010. But the
Republican majority continue to insist
that the way to do that is to cut Medi-
care trust funds and yet at the same
time provide even more money in tax
cuts.

Again this year the numbers have
gone down. In 1995 we were looking at
$270 billion cuts in Medicare and $245
billion in tax cuts. Well, this year it
has gone down to where we want to cut
$168 billion in Medicare over 6 years
and provide another $176 billion in tax
cuts. The cuts in Medicare are the cuts
in the expected growth. The reason
that is hard, | know a lot of times peo-
ple listen and say, “Well, it’s not really
a cut in Medicare,” and it is not. There
is a growth in Medicare. But we have
to have the expected growth in Medi-
care because there are more seniors
growing into Medicare every day and if
we just match inflation, then we are
going behind and the people who are
there now, the 70-year-olds, the 80-
year-olds who are on Medicare are
going to see a cut in the services they
have. That is why it is a cut in Medi-
care even though it is a cut in the
growth. But again we need to deal with
Medicare and not talk about the tax
cuts because they are irresponsible.

There is no free lunch. We learned
that in the 1980’s when Congress passed
tax cut after tax cut and yet increased
spending. You cannot cut taxes and in-
crease spending. That is what they are
looking for. There is no pain-free that
you can do. But they have conven-
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iently forgot that the last time Con-
gress did this in the 1980’s with a Re-
publican President and Democratic
Congresses, that is why we now have a
$5 trillion debt, and that is why it
needs to be dealt with. But that was
not done just by Democrats. In fact the
last balanced budget we had in this
country was in 1969 at the height of the
Vietnam war and also at the height of
the Great Society. So do not let any-
one tell you that the Great Society
causes debt. It is Congress not being
able to control its expenditures on a
yearly basis. We are still living with
these consequences of the 1980’s.

Now we have the summer movie sea-
son. For a year and a half the Repub-
licans have been trying to write a se-
quel to the supply-side deficit from the
1980’s. We call that “The Original.”” In
Congress they offered the tax cuts and
told the public we would grow our-
selves out of deficits and into prosper-
ity. In the sequel now we are seeing
they want to offset their tax cuts with
Medicare cuts. Unfortunately for the
American people the sequels are rarely
as good as the original and that is what
worries me.

One of the other ways that they talk
about preserving Medicare is medical
savings accounts. Again we are consid-
ering a bill today for health care for
everyone and hopefully we would have
a health care reform bill. But it is
going to die on the cross of the medical
savings accounts and that is what is
frustrating, because medical savings
accounts, | can go out now or any indi-
vidual can go out and buy a high de-
ductible insurance policy now that
says, “OK, I'll pay my first $5,000.”” The
problem is that the Republicans and
medical savings accounts want to give
that $5,000 as a deductible on their
taxes. This is the same Congress in the
1980’s that removed the tax deductions
for average individuals for buying regu-
lar medical care policies. If we are
going to do it for the rich, then we
need to do it for everyone who buys
any type of health care policy. Let us
make all health care premiums deduct-
ible and not just those for the rich.

HOUSE SET TO ELIMINATE
BILINGUAL VOTING BALLOTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. ROTH] is recognized during morn-
ing business for 5 minutes.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, later today
the House Judiciary Committee will
mark up legislation repealing the fed-
erally mandated law which requires bi-
lingual voting ballots. It is about time
this action was taken.

In the United States today there are
some 375 voting districts across this
country that require the printing of
ballots in foreign languages.

In theory, these services should not
be needed at all. Voting rights are ex-
tended to American citizens and, by
law, English is a requirement for citi-
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zenship in this country. In 1905 this
Congress passed a law that said that in
order for one to be a citizen and to
vote, one had to have a working knowl-
edge of the English language, so we
should not even be providing govern-
ment services in direct contradiction
to the spirit of the law.

So | think this legislation which is
before the Committee on the Judiciary
today is preeminently legislation that
we should be addressing now and
should also be voting on this session of
the Congress. These services of bilin-
gual ballots are very expensive and un-
necessary. By and large, multilingual
ballots are rarely requested and even
less often used than they are antici-
pated.

In one recent election in California,
it cost something like $100 per ballot
that was used. So not only are bilin-
gual ballots in contradiction to the
present law, the spirit of the law, but
also they cost the taxpayers one heck
of a lot of money.

These ballots have other, more seri-
ous costs associated with them, too.
For example, providing these special
services creates the fiction that new-
comers in this country can enjoy all
the benefits of citizenship without
learning the language of the land.

It is important to remember that if
one wants to be successful and have
their children be successful in our
country, that the new Americans |
think realize more than anyone else
that the ladder of opportunity, the
rungs of that, are the English lan-
guage. Because in order for one to read
a want ad, in order for one to fill out
applications, in order for one to be-
come integrated into the society, Eng-
lish is extremely important. One can-
not become successful unless one has a
good understanding of the English lan-
guage. | think reality tells us that this
is true.

Also, exercising one’s rights of citi-
zenship involves more than just casting
a vote. It means making a thoughtful
decision regarding the issues and the
candidate. Multilingual voting ballots
give individuals the right to vote with-
out granting them the power to cast an
informed vote. How can a person who is
not versed in at least a working knowl-
edge of the English language take part
in the political campaign, listen to the
debates, listen to the issues and there-
fore cast an informed ballot?

Mr. Speaker, multilingual ballots are
another vestige of the 1960’s obsession
with the Great Society and the care-
taker state in the 1960’s, when we had
the Great Society and government was
going to do everything for everybody.
Now this vision of government is bank-
rupt and we must dismantle the legis-
lative relics of that era. That is why
the legislation which is only a first
step that is being taken up in the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary today is so im-
portant, because it is getting us back
on the track of commonsense govern-
ment again.



H6124

THE 104TH CONGRESS IS LEAST
PRODUCTIVE SINCE WORLD WAR 11

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut [Ms. DELAURQO] is recognized
during morning business for 5 minutes.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, today is
BoB DOLE’s last day in the U.S. Senate.
I would like to salute the legacy of out-
standing public service that BoB DOLE
has given to this great country of ours.

While it is his last day, | truly do un-
derstand why he would like to depart
the Congress of the United States. If
we take a look at what has occurred in
the 104th Congress, we can get some
idea why anyone would want to dis-
tance themselves from this failed 104th
Congress.

The gridlock strategies that have
been imposed by the Speaker of the
House, Mr. GINGRICH, have led to the
dubious distinction for the GOP-con-
trolled 104th Congress as the least pro-
ductive Congress since World War Il.
By any measure, the 104th Congress has
been a failure.

This lack of productivity of this Con-
gress has been noted by neutral com-
mentators. Helen Dewar of the Wash-
ington Post has written, ““Their ambi-
tions have far outstripped their legisla-
tive achievements, resulting in one of
the least productive sessions in modern
history, a session long on promise and
short on results.” Similarly Kevin
Phillips, who is a partisan, a Repub-
lican analyst, has noted, *““The 104th
Congress may be the worst in 50
years.”’

First we can examine the nu